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by CarL S. SMITH

For more than seven hot, smoky, try-
ing hours, the University Council on.
Student Affairs yesterday conducted
a hearing on the University’s charges
_against thirteen students who partici-
‘pated in last Tuesday's sit-in at the
University Placement Office to protest
' the appearance of a recruiter for the
Central Intelligence Agency.

The UCSA will not -announce whether
a decision has been reached untll the
"accused are infonned

The hearings were in two almost
"equal length sessions, one beginning.
.at 2 pm, the other at approximately
. 7:15. The afternoon was devoted to
; preliminary statements and the presen-
" tation of the prosecution argument by

. Dean Brennan. The evening session .
" consisted of the defense argument, pre-
- sented by several of the accused and X

. their spokesmen.

A fourteenth student under like -,

charges, Janet D. Kitzes '71, could not
attend the Commons Room session be- .
cause she is in the infirmary. Her case
will be heard when she gets out. -

The hearings were held by request of

the students involved Iin accordance .' )

" with procedure recommended in the Ma-
h grath Report as passed by the Corpora- ;
i tion June 3, 1967, and in specific refer-
i ence to President Ray Heffner's Sep-
' tember 18 letter to all students. In a

; letter dated November 1, each student -
3 (eight undergraduates, four graduate ;

i students, and two Pembrokers) received

,__.

) “a letter from his dean notifying him
: of his having been charged “with inter-,
" fering with the normal educatlonal

. funetion of the University.”

STAT . “se
STAT
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. “Specifically,” this letter contmued '
“you are-accused of physically obstruct-:
-ing the entry” of Michael J. Brennan,
' Dean of the Graduate School, and James
W. Gurll, a recruiter for the CIA, into.

the Placement Office at 90 Waterman
Street. The letter informed each stu-
dent that the ¢harge was, as warned by '
Dean Brennan at the Placement Office, * -
“serious erough to warrant possiblo dis- !

@

_ —g mlssal ? It ‘then told each student of ,

i his right to have his case heard before
his dean or the University Council.
~ The students, having agreed to have
their case heard as a group before the
i Council, each received a letter dated )
" : November 6 from Council chairman Dur- -
cand Echeverria, professor of French.
The letter reminded the students of the
. physical obstruction charge and went .

~jon to note the Council's ruling at a :

: preliminary meeting on the case.
‘I “The Council has ruled,” the letter |
md»ented “that the accusation consti- :

' tutes an Qlleged 1nrmcllon q{" polxcyr,
! number 1 and numhor 7 in the lottor.
. of President Heffner to all studeufs
| dated September 18, 1967. That is,. the
. alleged obstruction of entry cited above °
is an alleged form of protest which in- |
volves physical force or physical ob-
' struction,, and which seriously inter-
. feres with the normal educatlonal func- |
“tion of the University.”

The letter included the place time, :
" and procedure of the committee hear-
ing, adding that each student could be

v

¥
i 1
P

" who may, if the student wishes, speak ]
" on behalf of the student.”

Specifically, policies 1 and 7 of Dr :
Heffners letter read as follows:

H

t

v -+ 1. “The rights of peaceful assembly,‘,-
) free exchange of ideas, and orderly pro- .
i test are among the basic rights of all |
members of a university community.
Forms of protest .which involve physical ;
. force or physical obstruction, howecver,

¢
1
te
|
:
!
1

: versity., Students engaging in such
| .forms of protest shall be subject to .
University discipline.”

7. “It is improper and unnecessary for
a university to attempt to duplicate the :

{ law enforcement functions of the civil
vtate It is not, however, inappropriate !

disciplinary sanctions in cases where a.
student’s behavior not: only makes him
liable to prosecution by the civil auth-
orities but also cast doubt on his ﬁtness

; ———— s

SﬁCA

represented “by one person of his choice

have no rightful place in Brown Uni- '

for a university to initiate potential -
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as a member of the university
community. Students who act

in a way which adversely af-’

fects or seriously interferes

with the normal educational .
" function of the University, or

which injures and endangers
the welfare of any of its mem-
bers, shall be subject to Uni-
versity discipline. Except in
such situations, students shall

not be subject to _potential -

University discipline as a con-
sequence of clearly political ac-
tivities that may result in vio-
lations ‘of the civil law.”

Within drawn ocurtaing and

-beneath a . chandelier draped

with a tape recorder micro-
Chairman Echeverria
opened the prelunmary proceed-

phone,

ings. He noted that the Coun-
cil was a .committee, not a
court, and need not follow
technical courtroom procedure.
A university lawyer was pres-

arose.

Mr. Echeverria stated that -
‘purpose of the hearing was to
ascertain the true facts: rele- °

vant to the case and to estab-
lish if a violation of University

" rules occurred. If the Council

- ent in case questions of law

recognized such a violation, he .

added, it would decide what ac- )

tion the University should take.

‘ ‘He then outlined the procedure

of the hearing.

as stated in his letter to the

accused, Professor Echeverria -
. Tecognized Dean Brennan to
speak for the presecution. Dean

Brennan's testimony basically

. centered on a documented de- ;
- scription of the events that :
took place the morning of Oc- -

tober 31, the day of the dem-
onstration.

Mr. Brennan first related the -

story of the confrontation be-
ginning with his and Mr. Gurll's
approach to the Placement Of-
fice and ending with their de-
parture. He offered a series of
photographs taken by an em-
ployee of the Brown Photo Lab
in order to clarify the exact

After reiterating the charges -
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‘ment Offxce Library. The Dean

tails,

After his testimony, Dean
Brennan entertained questions
from the Council and the de-
fense, a procedure decided by
the Council. He explained when

asked why he was at the Place- ;

HAIVELIU agiCtUu Uldl e pro
testers picketing outside in nn.

; possible. Miss P1errel suggested

.- of Mr. Brennan and Mr. Gurll -

ment Office that he had sev- -

eral indications that a demon-
stration would occur and he
felt it his responsibility as

Graduate School Dean (the in- .

terviewer came to see graduate
students) “to be there should
anything occur.”

The Council went.on ques-
tioning Dean Brennan, attempt-

'into the Placement Office)’ ob- -

structed the two men, he re- - Augenblick '68, a student mem-

' plied, “They could not pass -

in a normal way.”

After a short recess Mr."
i Brennan offered two final

"pieces of evidence. The first |

was an approximately five-
TV cameraman the morning
of the demonstration. The film
covered parts of the sequence

© of events from the beginning
. of the picketing and leaflet

ing to work out a definition for °

obstruction. The prosecutor

"pointed out that it was up to

the Council to decide if he was

obstructed, indicating that the -

demonstrators within the office

“did not provide a path” when B

he so requested. ]

Both the Council and the stu-
dent questions also centered on
whether Dean_ Brennan's and
Mr. Gurll's decision to leave

the office was made beforehand,

Mr. Brennan noted that he did ‘
not make the decision until he :
reached the office, but that he

had “a thought in my mind
that lf somethmg happened, I

would cancel the interviews.”

" distribution to the entry and

departure of the Dean and |

‘ the interviewer.
|through the entife room at
i the appearance in the film of
Mr. Gurll in a trench coat
and dark glasses. At the re-

: of the accused graduate stu-

| dents, the section of the film 3
Placement ;

taken inside the

A’ round of laughter went

'

Office was re-run in slow mo- .

tion.

The final piece of prosecu-
tion evidence was a tape
transcript of the confrontation
recorded by WBRU. Unlike

. the film, the tape covered the .

'

i

i

He replied to a later question -

" that the decision to cancel the. .
" interviews was his own.

In their questions, the ac-

- violent and serious nature of
., their protest. They also at-

- tempted to raise the question

. of whether recruiting is a “nor-

mal educational function” and

cruit on campus

At 4:10 Mr. Brennan called V

".as a witness James Calogero,

University Public Information

i

" Council,

' confrontation in full, After the
recording was played, the
hearing was adjourned for
dinner

The evening session began !
* after 'some irregularities.
. . - first both Rosemary Pierrel,
.-cused kept emphasizing the non- " Dean of Pembroke, and Henry '

- Kucera,

At

Professor of Slavic
Languages and Dean Brennan's
designate to replace him on the :
were missing. The

| il i vait fi
. of whether the CIA should re- Council decided to wait for

Miss Pierrel before proceeding.

The Pembroke dean appeared -

in about five minutes and Pro-

' fessor Echeverria prepared to

. Director, and asked him to re- '
~ late what had occurred at the

Placement Office. Mr. Calogero
" termed himself an “impartial
and explained his ;.

observer,”

' presence at the scene as part

of his job. The former Associ-

. ated Press Boston bureau chlef'

spoke from notes he took at .
the time, his testimony ‘cor-
roborating Mr. Brennan's. -

re-open the hearing. Several
of th accused held it highly ir-

|
|
|
i
|
i

members of the Council. The '
Council Chairman, held that it

was the right of the body to
decide its own procedure, stat-

; ing, “This doesn’t concern any-

N

Again questions centered on
the issue of obstruction. When -

asked by Mr. Echeverria if the
~protesters inside the building -

(both Mr. Brennan and Mr,

v '.--l.“

my g 1887

one but the Council.”

-Mr. Echeverria explained
that Professor . Kucera - was
entertaining a visiting lecturer-

* he thought were ambiguities in .

quest ‘of Michael Tash, one |

nical recording of the section he
missed after the hearing. Mark

ber of the Council, strongly ob-
jected to this suggestion™ and
moved that Mr. Kucera be ex-
cluded from voting if he did
not show up reasonably soon.
The motion passed, 6-5, with

. ' the si
minute film taken by a WPRI- the six student members of the-

Council providing the affirma-
tive votes.

. Mr. Kucera entered as Ar-.

nold E. Strasser, graduate stu-
dent in history and one of the
accused, began the defense. All
parties agreed that Mr. Kucera
was eligible to continue in his
role on the Council.

The defense’s .arguments cen-
tered around its contention that .
the protesters meant to dem-

onstrate against the CIA, not )

break any University rules.
The University had charged

the students with specific vio- -
lations, so they would answer .-

to these charges.
Mr. Strasser’s opening state-

ment emphasized the import- -

ance of keeping ih mind the
CIA. issue. Stating that the cen-
tral issue is “the CIA and the
war and the general context
of the society we're in and °

which we're all trying to relate

0,” he held that outside the

dssue of the CIA “this hearmg

has no meaning.” . -
lllIIH|HlllilIIIIIIIIIIllIIIIIIllIIlIIIIIIIllllllllllllIIIIIIIlIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIHIII
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The UCSA ended its deliber-

ations at 3:45 this' morning.
Discussion had ocontinued vir- ©
tualy uninterrupted from the
end of the hearmg at 11 30 last

‘night. rd
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Mr. Strasser explained his ob- .

Jections to the organization

' and noted that the had wished .
regular to proceed without all |

to bring about an open forum,
a
recruiting policies but also a
question of what to do with
problems the CIA presents us
with,” -~
Christopher Coles

'69, an-

_other of the accused, then be- .

gan to speak to the specific
charges, He pointed out what

policy statements .1 and 7 -of
President Heffner's letter.

‘These ambiguities were elab- °
"orated on by Ira“ Magazmer
’69, speakmg as a representa- |
tive of Mr. Coles. Messrs. Stras-
ser, Coles, and Magaziner were

de51gnated to speak for the

' group.
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“requestioning ‘not only of

N P \
6
«George . Morgan, Umvers1ty
‘Professor, Stephen Graubard,
‘Professor of History, Carlos An-
{gulo, Professor of Engineering,
:Dwight Heath, = Professor of
Anthropology, ‘Ernest Frerichs
Professor of Rehglous Studies,
‘Gerald Storzer, Professor -of
French, and Edwin Honig and
R. V. Cassill, Professors of Eng-
lish, stating their belief that
on-campus recruiting was not
part of the normal educational
function.

1 Mr. Magaziner then spoke on
4the nature of the charges
iagainst the: students, noting
it- was ‘“sort of unclear what
.|the charge is.” He explained
that there appeared to be a
change in charges from the No-

v/

i
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‘'vember 1 letter to the Novem-
. ber 6 letter.

He emphasized that the first
. letter charged the students
, with interefering with the nor-
. mal educational process of the
' University, specifically by
. physically obstructing the two

- men. The second letter, men-
. tioning rules 1 and 7 to the

i
1
f
)
i
|
I
i

‘. students for the first time, he

held could have been interpreted
as a change in charges.
Mr. Magaziner argued that

i the wvery ambiguity of the
! charges made it “fairly hard

to prepare any kind of case on

the charges.” He stated that in |

. line with the last sentence of

|

policy 7, the demonstrators be- -
 lieved they engaged in a purely-
political activity they thought .

might have- resulted in viola-

i tions of the civil law.

h
1
I
i

Therefore, if the students
could show they did not- “cast .

. doubt” on their “fitness as
" members of the University
¢ community,” did not “act in

a way which adversely affected

. the normal educational function '

* of the University,” and did not

' “injure or endanger the welfare .

i of any of its other members,”
the. matter was out of Univer-

sity jurisdiction.
If indeed the matter was out

~ of the University's jurisdiction,
' “he argued that policy 1 of Pres-
" ident Heffner's letter could not

. apply. He cited four specific

i areas of ambiguity: the charge

| appeared to be changed from
i the first letter to the second;
' the second charge is unclear by
| itself and ‘in connection with
! the first; it is hard to tell from

“ the second charge what, section

.of the rules pertain;. and the
actual rules in’ themselves
leave much room for doubt.
Mr. Magaziner summed up
by saying, “By that ambiguity
" students have not been given
. the rights granted to them. It
‘is a potentially dangerous situ-
tion.” Acknowledging that he
believed the Council acted in
- good faith despite the resulting

ambiguity, he suggested that -

_the accused students be found
innocent on the basis of their
. procedural rights. He noted
" the problems of the newness of
. the Council.

. The Council then questioned
Mr. Magaziner. Robert O.

e

that Mr. Magaziner had “de-
meaned” the idealism of the
demonstration with a “destruc-
tive legalism,” a point Mr., Mag-
aziner countered by re-empha-
sizing the importance of pay-

ing close attention to students -

rights in Council cases.

Mr. Strasser again took the
stand and reiterated that the
CIA protest was the real issue,
that the demonstrators would
have sat in and risked arrest
no matter whether the inter-
viewer was on campus or not.

He added that the University -

charges have just “muddled”
this main issue. He re-empha-
sized that the students were
answering the  University's

charges because they had to. - -
This point was reiterated by.

David Kertzer '69, also one of,

the charged.
Richard Dannenfelser, As-

* sistant to the Chaplain, then ‘

gave what he called a “charac-

ter reference” for the group in.

behalf of Charles Baldwin, Uni-

versity Chaplain, Canon John
Crocker, Episcopal. College

' Chaplain, and himself. He noted

that the accused students were.
“not kooks, not people preoccu-

pied with. making trouble at

any opportunity,” but ‘capa- |

ble, often outstanding stu-
dents.”

Mr. Dannenfelser testified
to the “students’ “character, -
citizenship, and sincerity,” as- .
serting that they did not in-
tend to challenge the Univer-“'

sity. He emphasized that the

obstruction was mild and hoped -

the punishent would be also,

if punishment were forthcom-
ing. He too, stated that recruit-
ing was not a “normal educa- ;

tional function” of the Univer- -
sity.

.
?.'

Charged students Kenneth™.

Goldstein and James Williams,

and Mr. Goldstein’s representa- °
tive Thomas Dunne, closed the ’

hearing by pointing to the prin-

ciples of the action. Mr. Dunne '

requested that if the Council
were to find the students guil-
' ty, it should not .dismiss them

" from the Umversxty.

PRSI

. Schulze, Dean of the College,
claimed that “there is little .

: doubt what the essential is-
. sues .are.” Mr. Schulze charged
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